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June 17,2003 

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12‘ $Wett, SW, Room TW-A325 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: Wireless Lam1 Number Portability 
CC Docket No. 95- 1 16, EX PARTE 

D a M s .  Dortch: 

O n  May 28,2003, Cingular Wireless LLC (“Cingular”) repaented  by Brim 
Pontes, Vice Prtdderlt of Federal Relations md Jim Bugel, Executive Director for 
F d d  Regulatory AfTairs met with Simon Wilkiis, Evan Kwerel, William Lme, Bob 
Pepper, Kathleen Ham and Jane Mago all ofthe Office of Strategic P l ~  md Policy 
Analysis. The pm-hs discussed FCC mandates imposed on the wireless induatq and the 
classification of these mandates into two h a d  categories: 1) those rules addressing the 
3+ of‘ life and propey, e.g,,E-911, GALEA and muhiple homeland smri ty  
directives; and 2) tho% rules adopted for customer conmiem,  q., L o 4  Number 
Pmbility. In addition, Cingular noted that due to  limited capital m w m s  o f h  
wireless tdecbmmunicWbns 5mtar, the priori9 Should be pven to thaw rulw addressing 
the d k t y  of life and property, such as E-91 1, CALEA d homlmd d t y ,  q d a l l y  
ma we better prepare our nation for the WBT on terrorism. The govtmmerrt should dcfw 
rnatldatcs providing “customer convethnce”l such as wireless L a 4  Number Portability, 
to a kertirnc, perhaps tied to the cornplate deployment of E-91 I. 

Pursuant to Section 1,1206 of the Commission’s Rules, this notification is being 
aubmitted to  your of3ce. If you have my questions canceming t b i a  mbmissian, pleass 
contact the undersigned, 

k i i  Bugd 
Executive; Director-Federal Regulatory Affairs 

At td rnen t  

Cc; Simon Wilkie 
William Lane 
Kathleen Ham 

Evan Kwerel 
Rob Pepper 
Jane  mag^ 
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B The federal government regulations imposed on the wi~eless industry r=an be classified in two 
b m d  categories; 1) those d e s  addressim the safety of life and property, e-g-, E%I-lF GALEA and 
multipk homeland security dim!iVes;'and . .  2) those rules adopted for customer convenience, eagFl 

. .  

L-I Number Portability. 

%Today, due to limited resources of the telemmmunications sector, the priority should be given to 

those rules addressing the safety of life and property, such as E91 1, GALEA and homeland security, 

especially as we k t t e r  prepareour nation for the war on t e d s m .  The government shoul# defer 

"mnvenimca" mandates, such:as Wireless L-1 Numkr Portability, to a later time, perhaps tied to 
the deployment of E-91 1. 
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